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REMARKS 

Applicants, by the amendments presented above and the arguments presented beU w, 
have made a concerted effort to present claims which clearly define over the prior art of 
record, and thus to place this case in condition for allowance. Claims 1-9, 21-23, 27-32, .14- 
39 and 43-46 are currently pending. Claim 9 is currently withdrawn. Claims 1-20, 24-26, 33 
and 40-42 have previously been withdrawn from consideration and have now been cancel led 
herein. Claims 44-46 are newly added. 

Eiection/Resitictions 
Applicant acknowledges the Examiner's rejoinder of previously withdrawn claims 6, 
7 and 23. 

Rule 105 Request 

The Examiner notes that she found, in ah internet scaich, that assignee's 2000 Aiuiual 
Report slated that assignee's Stikosim division in Europe had introduced some innovative 
cage nuts that will be brought to North American customers. As such, the Examiner 
requested any printed docimientation assignee has concerning any such cage nuts introduc cd 
by Sukosim, including structural details or drawings to detenmne if the structure reads on the 
pending claims. 

Applicant states that Siikosim's innovative cage nuts are those described, illustrated 
and claimed in United States Patent No. 5,630,686, entitled "Support Device With Nut 
Assembly" which issued on May 20, 1997, and the foreign patents which correspond then to. 
Apphcant cited United States Patent No. 5,630,686 mthe Information Disclosure Statemeat 
mailed to the United States Patent and Trad«nark Office on February 5. 2004 which. 
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according to the Office Action mailed on April 26, 2004, has been considered by the prior 
Examiner - Mr. Neill Wilson. 

If the Examiner is of the opinion that she is in need of any further information or 
explanation to fulfill her Rule 105 Request, the Applicant requests that the Examine con»ct 
one of the undersigned attorneys to discuss same. 

Speeificaiion 

The Examiner objected to the disclosure because, on page 1 , the priority did not 
Inflect the issued patent number. Applicant has amended the disclosure such that the pric rity 
reflects the issued patent number. 

The Examiner further objected to the disclosure because, on page 1 1, at line 23, th e 
second embodiment should actually be the third embodiment. Applicant has amended th(< 
disclosure such that the correct embodiment is identified. 

Drawings 

The Examiner objected to Figures 7 and 8 because Figures 7 and 8 are rotated 180 
degrees relative to one another, such that in the Examiner's opinion the top of one should be 
at the bottom in the other. The Examiner, though, notes that surface 322 is shown at the t )p 
of both figures and surface 320 is shown at the bottom of both figures and, therefore, the 
Examiner has requested that corrected drawing sheets be provided to correct this error. 

Applicant states that surface 322 being at the top in both figures and the surface 3^ 0 
being at the bottom in both figures is not an error. As stated in the specification at page 1: 1, 
lines 9-10, "[p]rior to encaging the nut member 302, the cage member 304 has generally 
upper and lower surfaces 320, 322." As such, reference numeral 320 in Figure 7 is 

SmaJ No.: 1 (1^69<i,05« 

ArtUnit: 5677 lO 



PA6E19l2S'IODAT9f14l2005S:12:21PM (Eastern Daylight TDnej'SVKU^ 



FROM TREXLER ETAL 



(WED) 9. 14' 05 16:10/ST. 15 :52/NO. 4860347446 P 20 



identifying the upper surface of the base portion 324 of the cage member 304 and refcrcn jc 
numeral 320 in Figure 8 is identifying the upper surface of the first arm 326 of the cage 
member 304; and reference numeral 322 in Figure 7 is identifying the lower surface of th ^ 
second aim 328 of the cage member 304 and reference numeral 322 in Figure 8 is identif /ing 
the lower surface of the base portion 324 of the cage member 304. Thus, reference nume -al 
320 is consistent in both Figures 7 and 8 of identifying the \q>per surface of the cage men- ber 
304 and reference numeral 322 is consistent in both Figures 7 and 8 of identifying the upj ler 
sur&ce of the cage member 304. Thus, Applicant states that there is no error with regard to 
the reference numerals in Figures 7 and 8 and, therefore, Applicant has not provided 
corrected, replacement sheets as requested by the Examiner^ 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 
Claims 1-3, 21, 27-31, 34-38 and 43 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b>as 
allegedly being anticipated by United States Patent No, 2,716,434 to Crowther. In view of 
the amendments made to independent claims 1,21 and 43, Applicant respectfully traverse s 
this rejection. 

Applicant has amended independent claims 1 and 21 to require that the cage mem ler 
be configured to allow the nut member to be adjusted in at least one dimension relative to the 
base portion of the body of the cage member when tlie nut member is encaged by the cag« 
member. Crowther does not disclose or suggest such a configuration. 

The Examiner states with regard to claims 1 and 21 that "Crowther teaches a cage 
member (Fig 1 , #40) engageable with a nut having a threaded aperture (#48, integral with 
cage), said cage member capable of encaging the nut (Fig 3 or 6) and having an aperture tn 
allow access to the threaded nut (Fig 1-8), said body having a base portion (42) and 1*^ (6C) 
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and aims (44 and 46 are considered the 2"* ann) extoiding from said base, and a seam 
defined between 1*^ and 2^^ arms (sec below), at least one of said aim portions having at 1 iasl 
one protrusion (62 protrudes from aim 60) capable of being welded to a mating suifi^, sdd 
seam capable of being provided proximate to a mating surface. Clearly the seam is capat le of 
being near an (unclaimed) mating surface, and the protrusion is capable of being welded In a 
mating surface. The seam is weldablc - both parts are metal." 

The nut member of Crowther as defined by the Examiner in the Office Action is p iece 
number 48 (defined as a boss in Crowther). The nut member 48, when encaged by the "c ige 
member*' 40 (as defined by th& Examiner) in Crowther, is not capable of being adjusted hi at 
least one dimension relative to the base portion 42 (as defined by the Examiner) of the bo ly 
in Crowther because the nut member 48 is integrally formed with the base portion 42. 
Therefore, regardless of whether the nut member 48 is encaged by the cage member 40, tl le 
nut member 48 can never be adjusted in al least one dimension relative to the base portiot j 42. 

Thus, Applicant states that independent claims 1 and 21 ai^e not anticipated by 
Crowther and, therefore. Applicant respectfiiUy requests reconsideration and allowance oi* 
independent claims 1 and 2 1 . 

As claims 2, 3 and 27-3 1 are all ultimately dependent on independent claim 1, wb ch 
Applicant states is now in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 2, 3 and 27-31. Also, as claim 9 is dependent up m 
independent claim 1, but has been withdrawn pursuant to a Restriction Requirement, 
Applicant also requests reinstatement and allowance of claim 9. 

As claims 34-38 are all ultimately dependent on independent claim 21 , which 
Applicant states is now in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 34-38. 
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Applicant has amended independent claim 43 to require that the cage member be 
configured to allow the nut member to be adjusted in at least one dimension relative to th : 
body of the cage member when the nut member is encaged by the cage member. Crowthi ir 
does not disclose or suggest such a configuration. 

The nut member of Crowther bs defined by the Examiner in the 0£Eice Action is piece 
number 48 (defined as a boss in Crowther). The nut member 48, when encaged by the "c ige 
member" 40 (as defined by the Examiner) in Crowther, is not capable of being adjusted iii at 
least one dimension relative to the body in Crowther because the nut member 48 is integrally 
formed with the body. Therefore, regardless of whether the nut member 48 is encaged by the 
cage member 40» the nut member 48 can never be adjusted in at least one dimension relat ve 
to the body. 

Thus, Applicant states that independent claim 43 is not anticipated by Crowther aiid, 
thmfore, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of independent claim 
43. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner indicated that claims 4-8» 22, 32 and 39 were objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but that these claims would be allowable if rewrittc n in 
independent form to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intenrening 
claims. The Examiner further noted that claims 6, 7 and 23 have been rejoined and arc 
allowable over the prior art as well. 

Applicant first notes that while rejoined claims 6 and 7 are encompassed within th? 
Examiner's statement that claims 4-8, 22* 32 and 39 were objected to« but would be allow ible 
if rewritten in independent fonn, that the same is not true for rejoined claim 23, As such. 
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Applicant has respoaded to this Office Action under the assumption that rejoined claim 2 3 
should have also been explicitly objected to, but allowable if rewritten in independent fox tn. 
If this assumption is incorrect. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner advise 
Applicant of same. 

Applicant has amended claim 4 into independent form to include the limitations o f 
independrat claim 1, prior to the amendments made thereto in this Amendment Therefo :e, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 4. As claim 
5 is dependent on amended claim 4, which Applicant states is in condition for allowance. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claim 5. 

Applicant has amended claim 6 into. independent form to include the limitations of 
independent claim 1, prior to the amendments made thereto in this Amendment Therefo *e. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 6. As claim 
7 is dependent on amended claim 6, which Applicant states is in condition for allowance. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claim 7. 

Applicant has amended claim 8 into indqicndent form to include the limitations of 
independent claim 1, prior to the amendments made thereto in this Amendment. Therefo: ie, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 8. 

AppUcant has amended claim 22 into independent form to include the limitations }f 
independent claim 21, prior to the amendments made thereto in this Amendment Theref >re, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 22. 

Applicant has amended claim 23 into independent form to include the limitations ^f 
independent claim 21, prior to the amendments made thereto in this Amendment Therefi ire. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 23. 

Applicant has amended claim 32 into independent form to include the limitations >f 
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independent claim 1 (prior to the an,endments made thereto in this Amendment) and 
dependent claims 27 ..d 3 1 . 11.orefore. Applicant respectfully requests r«^nsiden«ion and 
allowance of amended claim 32. 

Applicant h« «n«,d«l data 3S. i„,o ind.pe«d«. fonn ,„ i„cW, u,c of 

d.pe„de„,c„tas34.od38. Tl,„efor^ AppUc««,«pe«M,, 
allowance of amended claim 39. 



Newty Added Oaims 
Applicant has added nev. claims 44. 45 and 46 which axe dependent on independent 
claim. 1, 21 and 43. respectively. Each ofnew claims 44. 45. 46 require that the nut m«nber 
and the cage member be separate and non-iategr^ fiom one another. Crowther clearly 
discloses and illustrates thatthe nut member(48) and cage member(40)thereof^ 
fomaed. As such, Crowther does not anticipate nor render obvious new claims 44. 45 anc 46. 
Applicant, therefore, respectfully requests consideration and allowance of new claims 44. 45 • 



and 46. 



CanceOed Oaims 

Applicant has cancelled previously withdrawn claims 10-20. 24-26. 33 and 40^2 
herein. Applicant reserves the right to file one or more divisional applications including the 
subject matter of now cancelled claims 10-20. 24-26. 33 and 40-42 either during the 

pendencyofthisapphcation.ordurinHthe pendency of anyrelated continuation 
continuation-in-part application. 
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In vUr, Of ft. .bov. A„,«,te«„ ^ r^„^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^ ^ _ ^ 
one of the undersigaed attorneys ai (312) 704-1890. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date; S^pf^w W 1 4. 




• A. Giangiofgi, Kkg. No. 24^84 
, les A. O'MaJley, Reg. No. 45,952 
TREXLER, BUSHNELL, GIANGIORGI 
BLACKSTONE & MARK, LTD ' 
105 W. Adams Street, 36* Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312)704-1890 
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